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REMARKS 

Applicant acknowledges and thanks the Examiner for the renumbering of claims 
20-32, found at pages 6-7 of Applicant's Amendment dated April 10, 2007, as claims 
33-45. Applicant also gratefully acknowledges the allowance of claims 37-45 and the 
indication that claim 34, objected to in the present Office Action, would be allowable if 
rewritten. 1 

By this Amendment, the limitations of claim 34 have been added to claim 33 
while claim 34 has been cancelled so as to make claim 33 allowable, which should also 
mean that claims 35-36, which are dependent from claim 33, are also allowable for the 
same reasons as that claim is allowable. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that 
claims 33 and 35-36 should now be in condition for allowance. 

Claims 1-23 were rejected in the April 24, 2007 Office Action as allegedly being 
unpatentable over USP 6,196,468 to Young in view of either USP 5,394,934 to Rein et 
al or USP 6,514.138 to Estepp or US Pub. No. 2003/0181158 A1 to Schell et al. By this 
Amendment Applicant has cancelled claims 1-23 and made the limitations of most of 
the claims previously dependent from claim 1 now dependent upon the allowable 
subject matter of claim 33 in newly added dependent claims 46-61, thus making these 
dependent claims allowable as well. 

Applicant has also added a new independent claim that combines the patentable 
elements of claims 33 and 37 in a new claim in which the two small tubings of claim 37 
are included in the air conditioner of claim 33 (as opposed to the fresh air controller of 
claim 37). Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that this claim should also be 
allowable for the same reasons as those elements of claims 33 and 37 that are now 
combined. 

Finally, this will confirm a telephone interview the undersigned had with the 
Examiner of record on July 1 1 , 2007 in which the undersigned pointed out that although 

1 By this Amendment allowable claims 37-45 have been amended in terms of 
claim dependency since Applicant is not sure if this was also done by the Examiner; the 
claims do not indicate any amendment to the claim number inasmuch as the Office 
Action states the Examiner has kindly done this. 
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claims 37-45 were allowed, these claims are identical to non-elected claims 24-32 that 
were withdrawn by Applicant's last Amendment. This error by Applicant's attorney was 
discussed and Applicant's attorney agreed to cancel claims 24-32 by this Amendment, 
which has been done. 

Based upon the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the claims are now in 
condition for allowance. Reexamination and reconsideration are respectfully requested. 

In the event that any changes are needed to place this application in condition for 
allowance, the undersigned would like to arrange for an Examiner Interview by 
telephone. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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